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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This is in response to communication filed 03/14/06. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 10 is recites the limitation "one or more modules the medium" in claim 8. 

There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Correction is 

required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. In the present case, the claimed invention 
does not fulfill any of the disclosed utilities as in specification, and not practical 
application as no beneficial final result for loading one or more executable images into a 
memory. 
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1 . Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3-8, 10-16, 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bodrov (US 6802006) in view of Wu et al. (US 6959339) (Wu). 

Regarding claim 1, Bodrov discloses: A computer-readable medium having 
computer-executable modules comprising: 

a file locator configured to locate an executable image on a computer media (col. 
4, lines 34-42, Bodrov); 

a memory-mapper configured to open the executable image from the computer 
media and read it into a computer memory (col. 208, fig. 2 and corresponding text, 
Bodrov); 

an importer configured to find a list of executable image names to load (col. 4, 
lines 61 to col. 5, lines 5, Bodrov); 

a binder configured to link multiple executable images together, such images 
being those of the list of executable image names ((col. 4, lines 15-28, Bodrov); 

an exporter configured to build a representation of program modules that an 
executable image exports (col. 5, lines 15-18, Bodrov); 
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a file-format recognizer configured to recognize the file format of the executable 
image from amongst a database file format definition(col. 4, lines 43-60, Bodrov). 
Bodrov discloses: the database 108 have executable image 100 and executable image 
200 as fig. 2. However Bodrov is silent to discloses: a database of multiple file format 
definitions. On the other hand, Wu discloses: discloses: a database of multiple file 
formats as col. 10, lines 40-48. Thus, at the time invention was made, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include a database of multiple file 
formats in the system of Bodrov as taught by Wu. The motivation being to the operating 
system provide a digital library for storing multiple image file formats, the digital content 
can be recognized as authentic with these signatures, watermarks, a form of electronic 
signature currently in use throughout digital library solution. 

Regarding claim 3, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 above. In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: wherein the importer is 
further configured to direct the loading of multiple executable images of the list of 
executable image names to load (col. 4, lines 15-28, Bodrov). 

Regarding claim 4, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 above. In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: wherein the file-format 
recognizer is further configured to select one or more of a group of available pluggable 
sub-loaders is capable of loading the recognized file format of the executable image 
(col. 3, lines 58-67, Bodrov). 
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As per claims 5, 6 and 7, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the rejection of claim 1 . It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

Regarding claim 8, all the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 . In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: A computer-readable medium 
having computer-executable modules comprising: a searcher configured to search a 
computer media for an executable image for loading (col. 7, lines 12-50, Bodrov); 

a format recognizer configured to the format of the executable image (col. 4, lines 
43-60, Bodrov); 

a memory-mapper configured to load and map the executable image into 
memory based upon the format of the executable image (col. 208, fig. 2 and 
corresponding text, Bodrov); 

a sub-loader configured to examine a data structure of the executable image to 
determine whether to load additional images (204 and corresponding text and col. 3m, 
lines 58-67, Bodrov); 

Regarding claim 10, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 8 above. In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: wherein one or more 
modules the medium are configured to be replaced with a replacement module without 
recompilation of one or more modules (col. 4, lines 32-39, Wu). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 8 above. In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: wherein the memory- 
mapper is further configured to convert the executable image before mapping it into the 
memory (col. 6, lines 1-9, Bodrov). 

Regarding claim 12, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 8 above. In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: wherein the memory- 
mapper is further configured to decrypt the executable image before mapping it into the 
memory (col. 4, lines 15-28, Bodrov). 

As per claims 13, 14 and 15, all the limitations of these claims have been noted 
in the rejection of claim 8. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

Regarding claims 16, 19 and 20, all the limitations of these claims have been 
noted in the rejection of claim 1 . Bodrov/ Wu discloses: a method, a computer- 
readable medium having computer executable instructions that when executed by a 
computer for facilitating loading to one or more executable images a varying formats, 
the method comprising: locating an executable image on a computer media (col. 4, 
lines 34-42, Bodrov); 

investigating information related to the executable image, thereby identifying the 
format of the executable image (col. 4, lines 37-55, Bodrov), wherein during the 
investigating an extensible database of executable-image formats is accessed (204, 
fig. 2 and corresponding text, col. 4, lines 15-28, Bodrov). 
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based upon the identified format of the image, initiating a loader associated with 
the identified format (208 fig. 2 and col. 7, lines 1-11, Bodrov); with that loader, loading 
the executable image into a computer memory (col. 10, lines 30-51 , Bodrov). 

Regarding claim 18, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 16 above. In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: wherein headers of the 
image contains the information related to the executable image for the investigating 
(col. 300, fig. 3 and col. 8, lines 44-52, Bodrov). 

Regarding claims 21 and 23, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: a computer-readable 
medium having modularized computer-executable modularized sets of instructions and 
an operating system comprising a medium that, when executed by the computer, load 
one or more executable images into a computer memory, such an image having one or 
more formats defined by an extensible database of executable image formats (208 and 
108, fig. 2 and corresponding text, Bodrov), 

Regarding claim 22, all the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 21 above. In addition, Bodrov/ Wu discloses: wherein the 
modularized sets of instructions are isolated with clean interfaces (col. 6, lines 26-33, 
Wu). 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cindy Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-4025. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gaffin Jeffrey can be reached on 571-272-4160. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 





Cindy Nguyen 



PRIMARY EXAMINER 



June 6, 2006 



